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" the ordering, management, and government of the
"revenues," gave it to them exclusively, and that the
Supreme Court were " not empowered to take cognisance of
" any matter or cause dependent on or belonging to the
" revenue." For this reason mainly they expressed their
opinion that the proceedings " in the release of Commaul
" 0 Dien exceeded the limits of the Court's jurisdiction,
" and were against law." Upon these grounds " it was
" the unanimous opinion of the majority that we ought
" to direct the Provincial Council" to imprison Commaul
and his security, and to keep them in custody till they
had paid their arrears,l and also that they should give
" no attention to any order by the Supreme Court or
" any of the judges in matters which solely concern the
" revenue.'' 2" One of the members of the majority, how-
" ever, having declared" that he would not assent to
these measures proposed, unless they were supported by
the concurrence of the Governor-General; and the
Governor-General having refused his support, this opinion
remained without effect.

This view, which made the Council, and not the Court,
the final judge of the true interpretation of the provisions
of the Regulating Act, appears to me an outrageous
assertion of military power against law. It would have
led straight to civil war in the streets of Calcutta, and
it is to be observed that the decision of the Court was
subject to appeal to the King in Council, whereas the
act of the Council in refusing to submit to the jurisdiction
of the Court was in its nature subject to no appeal at all.

1 Is it credible that men prepared to take such a responsibility as this
should, as alleged by Francis, have been actuated by abject terror when
they ordered Nuncomar's petition to be burnt ?

"It does not appear which of them it was.